We hear it often said that since modern text-books have become so numerous and so good, lectures on Medicine, Surgery, and allied subjects have become superfluous, and are therefore a waste of time.
ON SYSTEMATIC LECTUKES IN THE TEACHING OF
Consequently, in any school of medicine, especially a large one, it is important for lecturers to consider whether they exist (as lecturers) merely in virtue of customs and rules, which should now be abolished, or whether there are possibilities in lectures which nothing else can replace in the training of students of medicine.
Looking at the matter in its widest sense, we will be pretty safe to say that, for a learner in any subject, some sort of guide is better than none, and that a well-instructed personal guide is better than a printed one, especially at the student's outset, and over difficult and new ground. More abstract of the lecture to be found in the note-book.
It is claimed for this system that it maintains attention, furnishes the student with the lecturer's opinion on subjects on which he may be a special authority, and trains the student in making abstracts.
To these arguments I would answer that the lecturer's opinions on important points may be conveyed to the student in other ways, and that the power of making abstracts is bought at too high a price when the process involves a diversion of the student's mind from the subject discussed.
Again, the system of writing an abstract of the day's lecture on the black board is not good. The abstract, if full enough to be of service, will be copied by the student when he should be attending to the lecturer. If short enough to be rapidly copied, it will be too meagre for the purpose in view.
The only system which seems to me to meet all requirements is that of supplying full abstracts prepared by the lecturer beforehand, and given into each student's hand. Mere headings are not enough. An abstract of facts and arguments is wanted. The lecturer may then freely invite the student to give his whole and undivided attention to the subject, adding only a note or two here and there. At home he will be able to spend more 4. That in other departments of medical study the same general principles should be applied which have been here advocated.
Br Berry was sorry he had not heard the whole of Mr Cathcart's paper. The subject was one which had long interested him. He considered that compulsory lectures on medicine and surgery were an anachronism. He recognised the difficulty in interfering with vested interests, but still could not but feel that what was wanted was an extension of clinical teaching, and a more searching system of examination. He found that in many of the Continental schools attendance on systematic lectures on these subjects was not compulsory. In the Scandinavian schools, for instance, systematic teaching was to a great extent combined with a tutorial system, and the attendance on such was optional on the part of the students. Such a system, he thought, might with advantage be extended in our schools.
Dr James Ritchie said that education should be from the general to the particular; that it was important to have an idea of the whole field of study to enable the relations of portions to be appreciated.
A systematic course gave that general idea. The first cases of any disease which were seen made a more profound impression than the subsequent ones; it was rare to find two cases presenting the same features; peculiarities were common ; and it was important that a man should have first impressed on his memory that which was typical in any disease rather than the peculiarities of cases. A systematic course taught the typical; clinically one learned the modifications produced by the individual. Those who desired to abolish systematic courses might go thus far; but they said that, as systematic text-books were so good, the student might as readily acquire a knowledge of the subject from them. Educationalists were agreed that as many as possible of the senses of the pupil should be engaged. Although impressions of sight were more readily recalled than those received through the other senses, it would hardly be asserted that impressions by letterpress were so readily recalled. In reading only one sense was engaged, but in lectures both sight and hearing; and lectures were more copiously illustrated by diagrams, specimens, etc., than any text-book. In the class-room, that indescribable something, which they called sympathy of eager fellow-students, was more conducive to concentration of attention than were the adjuvants of a sitting-room in lodgings. A good teacher would also inspire his students with enthusiasm for the subject, which would render the memory more receptive than it would be in reading; a good teacher would in two minutes demonstrate a diagram or specimen, and with more benefit to the student than he could attain after a much longer time 
